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PER CURI AM

Followng a jury trial, Johnny Swanson, 11, was convicted on
one count of inpeding the Internal Revenue Service, in violation of
26 U . S.C. 8§ 7212(a) (1994), and four counts of filing false em
pl oyment tax returns, in violation of 26 U.S.C. 8§ 7206(1) (1994).
On February 16, 1997, the district court sentenced himto sixty
nonths in prison, followed by a three-year term of supervised
rel ease. Swanson’s conviction was affirnmed on appeal. He now
attenpts to file a second direct crimnal appeal pursuant to 18
U S C 8§ 3742 (1994)." W lack jurisdiction, however, to consider
the nerits of his appeal because it is untinely. Crimnal defen-
dants have ten days from the entry of the judgnment or order at
issue to file a notice of appeal. See Fed. R App. P. 4(b). The
appeal periods established by Rule 4 are “‘mandatory and juris-

dictional.”” Browder v. Director, Dep't of Corrections, 434 U S.

257, 264 (1978) (quoting United States v. Robinson, 361 U S. 220,

229 (1960)). Swanson filed his notice of appeal on February 2,
1999, nearly two years outside of the appeals period. Swanson’s
failure to note a tinely appeal or obtain an extension of the

appeal period therefore deprives this court of jurisdiction to

Swanson also filed a notice of appeal from the district
court’s orders denying his Fed. R Crim P. 33 notion and denyi ng
his notion for reconsideration. Because he failed to raise clains
pertaining to these orders in his informal brief, we need not
address those orders. See Local Rule 36(b).



consider the nerits of the appeal. W therefore dism ss the appeal
and dism ss as noot Swanson’s notion for bail pending appeal. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



